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(57) ABSTRACT 

Anovel approach for ?ltering documents involves the use of 
delivery ratio threshold setting technique to set an initial 
pro?le score threshold and the use of beta-gamma regulation 
for dynamic threshold updating. A group of documents is 
scored pursuant to a user pro?le. The score for each docu 
ment is indicative of the relevance of the corresponding 
document to the user pro?le. The score can be compared 
With a pro?le score threshold to decide if the document 
should be accepted or rejected. According to one aspect of 
the invention, the initial threshold is set to a score threshold 
that approximates an expected ratio of acceptable documents 
calibrated With respect to a set of reference documents. 
According to another aspect of the invention, the score 
threshold can be updated based on the accumulated example 
documents, user’s relevance judgment, and the user’s utility 
function. The accumulated example documents are ?rst 
scored against a pro?le and a ranked list of scored docu 
ments is obtained. Each position at the ranked list corre 
sponds to a candidate score threshold as Well as a utility 
value computed based on the relevance status of the example 
documents. From these candidate threshold points, an opti 
mal utility threshold and a Zero utility threshold are deter 
mined. Using the optimal utility threshold and the Zero 
utility threshold, a neW utility threshold is calculated by 
interpolating betWeen estimates of the optimal utility thresh 
old and the Zero utility threshold. This neW utility threshold 
is used for subsequent information retrieval and ?ltering. 

6 Claims, 3 Drawing Sheets 
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METHOD AND APPARATUS FOR PROFILE 
SCORE THRESHOLD SETTING AND 

UPDATING 

FIELD OF THE INVENTION 

The present invention relates to the ?eld of computerized 
information search and retrieval systems. More speci?cally, 
this invention relates to a method and apparatus for setting 
and updating the score threshold of a user pro?le. 

BACKGROUND OF THE INVENTION 

Given the vast amount of information accessible by 
computer systems, particularly on distributed databases, 
more ef?cient methods of information retrieval are continu 
ally needed. Often the use of search tools returns a large 
volume of data, much of Which may not be relevant to the 
user’s ultimate needs. The user is forced to parse through 
large volumes of information to ?nd ultimately that Which is 
relevant. It is therefore desirable to develop a system 
Whereby a corpus or a dynamic stream of documents is 
sufficiently ?ltered such that only relevant information is 
returned to the user. 

Pro?le-based ?ltering involves the interaction of a docu 
mentor group of documents With a user pro?le. A stream of 
incoming documents is compared With certain criteria, con 
tained in a user pro?le, and then either rejected or ultimately 
provided to the user. Conceptually, a user pro?le (i.e., a 
binary document classi?er) consists of three key elements: a 
term vector, inverse document frequency or “IDF” statistics, 
and a score threshold. The ?rst tWo elements are used to 

assign a score to the document, and the third is used to make 
the decision of Whether to accept or reject the document as 
relevant or not relevant to the user’s search parameters. The 
process of pro?ling is distinct from database searching in 
that pro?ling evaluates and selects or rejects individual 
documents as they stream in rather than evaluating all 
documents of a database and then selecting the best scoring 
ones as in traditional database searching. 

The basic approach to pro?le-based ?ltering involves a 
tWo-step procedure. For each document-pro?le pair, a rel 
evance score is computed. That score is then applied to a 
pro?le score threshold to make the binary decision to accept 
or reject the document for the pro?le. It is important that the 
pro?le score threshold be loW enough such that it alloWs 
sufficient amounts of relevant documents to be returned to 
the user. HoWever, if the pro?le score threshold is set too 
loW, a large number of documents Will be returned, neces 
sitating further ?ltering. For any user pro?le, the optimal 
threshold should represent the best tradeoff betWeen accept 
ing more relevant documents and avoiding accepting non 
relevant documents, Where the best tradeoff is determined by 
the user’s utility preference. 

Setting the pro?le score threshold can be divided into tWo 
separate parts: (a) an initial score threshold setting, before 
there are any relevance judgments from the user, and (b) 
updating the score threshold, at any point When relevance 
judgments are fed back into the system. Updating the pro?le 
score threshold adapts the ?ltering process to the user’s 
speci?c requirements and thus provides a more effective 
means of information retrieval. 

Consequently, in vieW of the need for more ef?cient 
searching techniques and ?ltering methods, a method by 
Which the pro?le score threshold may be initially set and 
then updated during use is highly desirable. A properly set 
pro?le score threshold enables the user to search a group of 
documents in a comprehensive manner, such that feWer 
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2 
relevant documents are missed by the user, but likeWise may 
prevent the user from becoming inundated With a large 
number of documents. 

SUMMARY OF THE INVENTION 

An approach for initially setting the pro?le score thresh 
old and updating the pro?le score threshold during use in a 
pro?le-based ?ltering system is described. The initial thresh 
old is set based on an expected acceptance ratio of docu 
ments speci?ed by the user. To set an initial threshold, a set 
of reference documents (i.e., a reference database) is 
selected. Each reference document is scored against the 
pro?le and all the reference documents are sorted by their 
scores. The initial threshold is then set to such a score that 
the ratio of reference documents With a score above it and 
those With a score beloW it equals the expected acceptance 
ratio. When user relevance feedback is available, the thresh 
old can be updated based on a speci?c utility function 
speci?ed by the user. To update a threshold, ?rst a set of 
historical example documents is identi?ed for any pro?le. 
Each example document is scored against the pro?le and all 
the example documents are sorted by their scores. Assuming 
each example document score as a possible candidate 
threshold, a utility value can be computed for the candidate 
threshold. Using the utilities at each candidate threshold, the 
point of highest utility and the point of Zero utility are then 
determined. An updated utility threshold is then calculated 
by interpolating betWeen the threshold at the point of highest 
utility and the threshold at the point of Zero utility, according 
to the formulas disclosed herein. The updated utility thresh 
old is then used for subsequent information retrieval. 

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS 

FIG. 1 is a How chart that illustrates a method according 
to the present invention for retrieving relevant information 
from a corpus or a stream of documents. 

FIG. 2 is a graph that illustrates a method according to the 
present invention for setting an initial threshold of a user 
pro?le in an information retrieval/?ltering system. 

FIG. 3 is a How chart that illustrates a method according 
to the present invention for updating the utility threshold of 
a user pro?le in an information retrieval/?ltering system. 

FIG. 4 is a graph that illustrates the parameters of the 
present invention used for updating the utility threshold. 

FIG. 5 is a block diagram of a computer system on Which 
embodiments of the invention may be implemented. 

DESCRIPTION OF THE PREFERRED 
EMBODIMENT 

The approach for retrieving information in accord With 
the invention involves the use of any pro?le scoring mecha 
nism along With tWo threshold setting methods referred to as 
delivery ratio threshold setting and “beta-gamma” regula 
tion respectively. The pro?le scoring mechanism assigns a 
score to any document With respect to the pro?le. The score 
represents the relevance of the document to a user criteria 
de?ned by the pro?le. The delivery ratio threshold setting 
technique sets an initial score threshold for a pro?le by 
approximating a speci?ed ratio of documents to be delivered 
or accepted for a pro?le. The approximation is based on a set 
of reference documents that approximate the documents 
Which Will be processed. The beta-gamma regulation tech 
nique selects a neW pro?le threshold 6‘ by interpolating 
betWeen estimates of the “optimal” threshold 60p, and the 
“Zero” threshold 6 over the relevance judgments and the 
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historical training data the system has accrued at any given 
point. The updated pro?le score threshold is used in subse 
quent ?ltering applications to provide a more accurate and 
more ef?cient method of information retrieval. Such an 
updating of threshold may be as frequent as needed. 

The approach for retrieving information using delivery 
ratio threshold setting for initial pro?le score threshold 
setting and using beta-gamma regulation for pro?le score 
threshold updating according to an embodiment of the 
invention is noW described in more detail With reference to 
FIGS. 1—5. FIG. 1 illustrates the general method for retriev 
ing relevant information from a corpus of documents 101. 
According to one embodiment of the invention, a document 
is a text ?le containing one or more strings of characters or 
other symbols that are used to form more complex con 
structs. For example, strings of characters may form Words, 
phrases, sentences, and paragraphs. The constructs con 
tained in the documents are not limited to constructs or 
forms associated With any particular language. 

In this embodiment, the user pro?le 102 incorporates a 
term vector 103 and a score threshold 104. The term vector 
103 is used to generate a score in step 105 for each document 
in the corpus of documents 101. The score threshold 104 is 
used for deciding to accept or reject documents in step 106 
With respect to each document based upon the scoring 
obtained in step 105. If the score of a document is above the 
score threshold, the document Will be accepted, otherWise, it 
Will be rejected. 

In the preferred embodiment, the corpus of documents 
101 is processed one document at a time. For each 
document, noun phrases and individual Words are extracted 
as indexing terms, so as to obtain a term vector. In an 

alternative embodiment, the corpus of document 101 can be 
segmented into small subsets of “chunks” of documents. A 
chunk of documents can be processed together to increase 
ef?ciency. 

The scoring in step 105 is performed using standard 
statistical analysis techniques such as vector space-type 
scoring. In a vector space-type scoring system, a score is 
generated by comparing the similarity betWeen a pro?le (or 
query) Q and the document D and evaluating their shared 
and disjoint terms over an orthogonal space of all terms. For 
example, the similarities score can be computed by the 
folloWing formula: 

where Q, refers to terms in the pro?le and D]- refers to terms 
in the document. The vector space-type scoring technique 
can be illustrated on the folloWing sample set of pro?les and 
documents: 

Terms 

dog 
cat 

hat 
bat 
mat 

hut 
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-continued 

Terms Q1 Q2 D1 D2 

cut — 1 — 2 

luck — — 3 — 

buck — — 1 — 

muck — — — 3 

In this table, the Terms column lists a union of all the terms 
contained in the tWo documents D1 and D2. The scores of D1 
and D2 refer to the frequency of those terms as they appear 
in the documents. The scores of Q1 and Q2 refer to frequency 
of the terms as they appear in the query. The similarity score 
of the query Q1 to document D1 is computed as: 

(1-2)+(1-1) 

Also, the similarity of the pro?le Q1 to document D2 is 
computed as: S6 (Q1, D1)=0.12. 
As can be seen from the above example, the similarity 

score of pro?le Q1 to document D1 is higher than the 
similarity score of pro?le Q1 to document D2. As a result, the 
similarity score provides a relative measure of the relevance 
of a document to the pro?le. A highly-scored document is 
more likely to be relevant to a pro?le than a loW-scoring one. 
Therefore, a high score threshold Would only alloW a feW 
high-scoring documents to be accepted. Most of these high 
scoring documents may be expected to be relevant to the 
pro?le. On the other hand, a loW score threshold Would 
alloW more documents to be accepted. HoWever, the ratio of 
actually relevant documents among these documents— 
referred to as precision—may be loW. The correct threshold 
can only be determined according to the user’s actual 
preference concerning the number amount of documents 
accepted as Well as the expected precision of the accepted 
documents. FIG. 2 illustrates an embodiment of the inven 
tion used to set an initial score threshold 104. A set of 
reference documents is identi?ed as reference database. The 
pro?le term vector is used to assign a score to each reference 
document. The reference documents are sorted by their 
scores to generate a sorted list of reference documents. The 
expected delivery ratio provided by the user determines a 
cutoff point at the list. Assuming that the user expects to 
accept a fraction r of documents from the corpus of 
documents(e.g., 10%), the cutoff point Will be the k-th 
document in the ranked list, Where K=r><N, and N equals the 
number of documents in the reference database. The score at 
the cutoff point is taken as the assigned threshold. In special 
cases When K<1 or When K>N, heuristic extrapolation is 
applied. 
The thresholding operation in step 106 determines 

Whether a document Will be delivered to the user in step 107. 
Documents yielding a score from step 105 above the score 
threshold 104 are accepted as relevant in step 106 and 
delivered to the user in step 107. Conversely, documents 
yielding a score beloW the score threshold 104 are rejected 
as not relevant and discarded. 

In step 108, relevance feedback for each accepted docu 
ment is then obtained based upon the user’s particular needs. 
The documents that the system has already processed serve 
as a training corpus for updating the user pro?le 102 in step 
110 for the ?ltering of subsequent documents in the corpus 
of documents 101. This updating of the user pro?le 102 in 
step 110 can be done as frequently as needed. The frequency 
of updating can be determined based on the amount of neW 
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delivered documents or the time elapse since last updating. 
Optionally, pro?le editor 109 may be used to update user 
pro?le 102 directly Without regard to the results obtained in 
step 107. 

In the preferred embodiment, the user pro?le 102 is 
updated in step 110 by expanding the term vector 103 and 
re-estimating, according to the present invention, the score 
threshold 104. To expand the term vector 103, standard 
Rocchio feedback may be used, Where the centroid vector of 
the relevant document vectors is computed and the terms are 
ranked according to their centroid Weight. Preferably, 
hoWever, the K best-ranked terms are assigned a uniform 
Weight before they are merged into the current term vector 
103. K groWs heuristically With the number of relevant 
documents N available for training, according to the func 
tions: K=10+10~log(N+1). 

FIG. 3 illustrates an embodiment of the present invention 
used to update the score threshold 104 in step 110. In step 
201, documents from a reference dataset (or initial training 
set) are scored against the pro?le vector, and are sorted 
according to their scores. At each position in the ranked list, 
a utility value Ui can be computed by assuming a threshold 
that is equal to the score of the document at that position. 
Therefore, each position yields a candidate score threshold 
and a corresponding utility value. Thereafter, the “optimal” 
utility threshold GOP, is determined in step 203, and the 
“Zero” utility threshold 626,0 is determined in step 204. The 
optimal utility threshold GOP, is the threshold that yields the 
highest utility over the accumulated training data. The Zero 
utility threshold 626,0 is the highest threshold beloW the 
optimal utility threshold 60p, that gives a non-positive utility 
over the training data under the assumption that all docu 
ments that Were rejected are non-relevant. 

Using the optimal utility threshold 60p, and the Zero utility 
threshold 026,0, a neW pro?le utility threshold 0' is then 
calculated in step 205 by interpolating betWeen the empirical 
optimal utility threshold 60p, and the Zero utility threshold 
Gzem over the historical training data the system has accrued 
at any given point. As documents are ?ltered using this 
process, they are added to the historical training data for the 
system. In this Way, the optimum utility is updated as neW 
documents are evaluated. 

The interpolation betWeen the optimal and Zero utility 
threshold using a constant parameter 0t, may be calculated 
according to the folloWing evaluation formula: 

The parameter 0t can be empirically set to any value betWeen 
Zero and one (alpha-regulation). In the preferred 
embodiment, 0t is expressed as a function of tWo further 
parameters, [3 and y (beta-gamma function 206), as re?ected 
in the folloWing calculation: 

woo-ow” 

in Which M equals the number of training documents upon 
Which the relevance feedback in step 108 of FIG. 1 is 
performed. In the preferred embodiment, the neW pro?le 
utility threshold 6‘ replaces the previous score threshold 104 
and is used along With the neWly expanded term vector 103 
to ?lter any subsequent documents in steps 105 and 106. 

In Writing the parameter 0t in terms of [3 and y in the 
beta-gamma function 306, both aspects of the bias present in 
the optimal utility threshold 60p, calculation are captured. 
First, y represents a score bias correction factor that com 
pensates for the relatively higher scores of relevant docu 
ments in the training corpus. Second, y expresses that the 
estimated optimal utility threshold 60p, approximates the 
true optimal utility threshold more closely When more 
judged training examples are available. The parameter y is 
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6 
the inverse of the number of documents at Which the pro?le 
utility threshold is placed at approximately the midpoint of 
the range betWeen the optimal utility threshold 60 t and the 
Zero utility threshold em. are available, the pro?le utility 
threshold Will be someWhat loWer. By contrast, if more than 
l/y training examples are available, the pro?le utility thresh 
old Will be someWhat higher. 

FIG. 4 illustrates hoW a choice of the parameter 0t 
determines a cutoff point betWeen the points of optimal and 
Zero utility and hoW the parameters [3 and y help to dynami 
cally adjust parameter 0t according to the number M of 
judged documents in the training database. Given a ranked 
list of all of the documents in the training database sorted by 
their scores, their relevance, and a speci?c utility criterion, 
the utility value at each different cutoff position can be 
plotted. Each cutoff position corresponds to a utility thresh 
old. 

HARDWARE OVERVIEW 

FIG. 5 is a block diagram Which illustrates a computer 
system 300 upon Which an embodiment of the invention 
may be implemented. Computer system 300 includes a bus 
302 or other communication mechanism for communicating 
information, and a processor 304 coupled With bus 302 for 
processing information. Computer system 300 also includes 
a main memory 306, such as a random access memory 
(RAM) or other dynamic storage device, coupled to bus 302 
for storing information and instructions to be executed by 
processor 304. Main memory 306 also may be used for 
storing temporary variables or other intermediate informa 
tion during execution of instructions to be executed by 
processor 304. Computer system 300 further includes a read 
only memory (ROM) 308 or other static storage device 
coupled to bus 302 for storing static information and instruc 
tions for processor 304. A storage device 310, such as a 
magnetic disk or optical disk, is provided and coupled to bus 
302 for storing information and instructions. 

Computer system 300 may be coupled via bus 302 to a 
display 312, such as a cathode ray tube (CRT), for displaying 
information to a computer user. An input device 314, includ 
ing alphanumeric and other keys, is coupled to bus 302 for 
communicating information and command selections to 
processor 304. Another type of user input device is cursor 
control 316, such as a mouse, a trackball, or cursor direction 
keys for communicating direction information and com 
mand selections to processor 304 and for controlling cursor 
movement on display 312. This input device itypically has 
tWo degrees of freedom in tWo axes, a ?rst axis (e.g., x) and 
a second axis (e.g., y), Which alloWs the device to specify 
positions in a plane. 

The invention is related to the use of computer system 300 
to retrieving information using beta-gamma regulation of 
threshold updating. According to one embodiment of the 
invention, retrieving information using beta-gamma regula 
tion of threshold updating is provided by computer system 
300 in response to processor 304 executing sequences of 
instructions contained in main memory 306. Such instruc 
tions may be read into main memory 306 from another 
computer-readable medium, such as storage device 310. 
HoWever, the computer-readable medium is not limited to 
devices such as storage device 310. For example, the 
computer-readable medium may include a ?oppy disk, a 
?exible disk, hard disk, magnetic tape, or any other magnetic 
medium, a CD-ROM, any other optical medium, a RAM, a 
PROM, and EPROM, a FLASH-EPROM, any other 
memory chip or cartridge, or any other medium from Which 
a computer can read. Execution of the sequences of instruc 
tions contained in main memory 306 causes processor 304 
to perform the process steps previously described. In alter 
native embodiments, hard-Wired circuitry may be used in 
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place of or in combination with software instructions to 
implement the invention. Thus, embodiments of the inven 
tion are not limited to any speci?c combination of hardware 
circuitry and software. 

Computer system 300 also includes a communication 
interface 318 coupled to bus 302. Communication interface 
318 provides a two-way data communication coupling to a 
network link 320 that is connected to a local network 322. 
For example, communication interface 318 may be an 
integrated services digital network (ISDN) card or a modem 
to provide a data communication connection to a corre 
sponding type of telephone line. As another example, com 
munication interface 318 may be a local area network 
(LAN) card to provide a data communication connection to 
a compatible LAN. Wireless links may also be implemented. 
In any such implementation, communication interface 318 
sends and receives electrical, electromagnetic or optical 
signals which carry digital data streams representing various 
types of information. 

Network link 320 typically provides data communication 
through one or more networks to other data devices. For 
example, network link 320 may provide a connection 
through local network 322 to a host computer 324 or to data 
equipment operated by an Internet Service Provider (ISP) 
326. ISP 326 in turn provides data communication services 
through the world wide packet data communication network 
now commonly referred to as the “Internet” 328. Local 
network 322 and Internet 328 both use electrical, electro 
magnetic or optical signals which carry digital data streams. 
The signals through the various networks and the signals on 
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work link 320 and communication interface 318. In the 
Internet 328 for example, a server 330 might transmit a 
requested code for an application program through Internet 
328, ISP 326, local network 322 and communication inter 
face 318. In accordance with the invention, one such down 
loaded application provides for the retrieval of information 
using chunks of text as described herein. 

The received code may be executed by processor 304 as 
it is received, and/or stored in storage device 310, or other 
non-volatile storage for later execution. In this manner, 
computer system 300 may obtain application code in the 
form of a carrier wave. 

To measure the effectiveness of the present invention over 
simple linear interpolation (i.e., alpha regulation), 49 user 
pro?les were used to ?lter about 250 megabytes of 1988 
Associate Press news articles. A set of 1987 Wall Street 
Journal documents were used as an initial reference data 
base. The initial threshold is set for all the pro?les with a 
delivery ratio of 0.0005 using the present invention. The 
utility function used in the evaluation is the utility function 
UF1 de?ned below: 

where, R is the number of relevant documents accepted and 
N is the number of non-relevant documents accepted. 

Three experiments were conducted. In one experiment, 
the initial threshold was kept without updating. The other 
two experiments update the threshold using the present 

network link 320 and through communication interface 318, 30 invention in two different WayS_One uses the alpha regw 
Whlch Carry the dlgltal data to aI_1d from Computer _system lation and the other uses the beta-gamma regulation. Updat 
§00> are _exemplary forms of Gamer Waves transportlng the ing frequency is such that a pro?le will be updated whenever 
lnformatlon- there are four new documents accepted for the pro?le. The 

Computer system 300 can send messages and receive UF1 utility value for each pro?le and their average are 
data, including program code, through the network(s), net- shown in the following table. 

baseline or improve (01 reg. [5-4; regulation improve ([5-y reg. 
Pro?le (no regulation over ([5 = 0.1, over 

# updating) (or = 0.3) baseline) y = 0.05) baseline) 

1 -14 -8 6 -8 6 
2 -15 -12 3 -12 3 
3 -3 1 4 -11 -8 
4 3 1 -2 1 -2 
5 0 15 15 27 27 
6 -16 -4 12 -4 12 
7 9 1 -8 26 17 
8 -108 -5 103 -5 103 
9 -26 1 27 -3 23 

10 3 6 3 46 43 
11 -106 -4 102 -25 81 
12 -31 5 36 -3 28 
13 -16 -13 3 -10 6 
14 -1 3 4 2 3 
15 10 -3 -13 -5 -15 
16 -29 -2 27 -2 27 
17 46 32 -14 60 14 
18 -475 -24 451 -24 451 
19 -4 -6 -2 -6 -2 

20 2 6 4 10 8 
21 14 8 -6 35 21 
23 73 4 -69 110 37 

24 15 -3 -18 -7 -22 
25 -68 -5 63 -16 52 
26 -14 2 16 -4 10 

27 -1 3 4 3 4 
28 -26 -6 20 -6 20 
29 -9 -2 7 -2 7 

30 -2 -2 0 -2 0 
31 -3 3 6 -3 0 
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-continued 

baseline 0L improve (or reg. [5-y regulation improve ([5-y reg. 
Pro?le (no regulation over ([5 = 0.1, over 

# updating) (or = 0.3) baseline) y = 0.05) baseline) 

32 —24 —6 18 —6 18 
33 —8 —4 4 —4 4 
34 —10 —10 O —10 O 
35 —24 —8 16 —8 16 
36 4 4 O O —4 
37 —12 —2 1O —2 1O 
38 12 5 —7 1 —11 
39 —14 —10 4 —10 4 
4O 21 —1 —22 14 —7 
41 —9 —4 5 —4 5 
42 7 9 2 —2 —9 
43 —30 5 35 —9 21 
44 2 —8 —10 —8 —10 
45 —10 —8 2 —8 2 
46 —187 —20 167 —21 166 
47 O —1 —1 —1 —1 
48 —16 —12 4 —12 4 
49 7 3 —4 7 0 
5O —16 —8 8 —8 8 

Average —22.42857143 —1.714285714 20.71428571 1.448979592 23.87755102 

These results show that threshold updating using the 
present invention (both the alpha regulation and the beta 
gamma regulation) generally improves the utility values, 
and in some cases signi?cantly, when compared with the 
performance without updating. The comparison between the 
alpha regulation and the beta-gamma regulation indicates 
that the beta-gamma regulation technique gives more stable 
utility performance and is more adaptive when a pro?le has 
the potential of achieving a high positive utility. For 
example, referring to topic 23, although the alpha regulation 
gives a very small utility, the beta-gamma regulation gen 
erates a very high positive utility. 

While this invention has been particularly described and 
illustrated with reference to particular embodiments thereof, 
it will be understood by those skilled in the art that changes 
in the above description or illustrations may be made with 
respect to form or detail without departing from the spirit or 
scope of the invention. 

I claim: 
1. A computer-implemented method for ?ltering docu 

ments comprising the steps of: 

selecting a document pro?le and an expected document 
delivery ratio; 

scoring a reference set of documents according to said 
document pro?le; 

determining an assigned score threshold corresponding to 
said expected document delivery ratio; 

determining a utility function by calculating a utility for 
each of said documents in said reference set; 

determining a ?rst utility threshold based on said utility 
function, wherein said ?rst utility threshold (60”) is the 
highest utility over said reference set; 

determining a second utility threshold based on said 
utility function, wherein said second utility threshold 
(em) is the highest utility below said ?rst utility 
threshold that has a non-positive utility over said ref 
erence set; 

interpolating between said ?rst utility threshold and said 
second utility threshold to determine an updated score 
threshold; and 

?ltering incoming documents based on said updated score 
threshold. 

25 

35 

45 

55 

2. A method as in claim 1, wherein: 

said interpolation is calculated according to the formula: 

9=(1'9zm+(1—(1)'9o,n 

3. A method as in claim 2, wherein said parameter is 
calculated according to the formula: 

woo-ow” 

4. A system for ?ltering documents, comprising: 
a computer coupled to a network wherein said computer 

receives documents over said network and transmits 
documents to an individual user over said network, 
wherein said user selects a document pro?le and an 
expected delivery ratio; and wherein said computer: 
scores a reference set of documents according to said 

document pro?le; 
determines an assigned score threshold corresponding 

to said expected document delivery ratio; 
determines a utility function by calculating a utility for 

each of said documents in said reference set; 
determines a ?rst utility threshold based on said utility 

function, wherein said ?rst utility threshold (60”) is 
the highest utility over said reference set; 

determines a second utility threshold based on said 
utility function, wherein said second utility threshold 
(626,0) is the highest utility below said ?rst utility 
threshold that has a non-positive utility over said 
reference set; 

interpolates between said ?rst utility threshold and said 
second utility threshold to determine an updated 
score threshold; and 

?lters incoming documents based on said updated score 
threshold. 

5. A system as in claim 4, wherein: 
said interpolation is calculated according to the formula: 

opt 

6. A system as in claim 5, wherein said parameter is 
calculated according to the formula: 

woo-ow” 


